S/23/70 


Dear Peui and O-pry, 

I have sene over tn so-called Burkley file I get from Rhoeds, -.it.tout 
savins it is tie cowrie be Burklsy file (eul the r-: hoi? net he n >ny 
t n my ouestion, is it complete ). 

Inshould have made carbons for both of ecu but I failed to. 1 So not 
know how much of it will interest you because nothing in it is new. however, I 
found it interesting rereading things I hadn't looked et in e lines t four years. 

I sin sending Paul -the carbon i made, asking its return. *e can copy it 
or not, 82 ne sees fit, and then send to C-aryp who con return it, also copying 
if he desires. 

Some of it I plan to use, in B! II. Ky notes are often in e form thrt 
will suggest to me what I intend to write and how 1 intend to write it, and in 
this case that is true. 

having completed this file, it leaves questions in my mind, aside from 
the glaring incompleteness . Not one of t js SS reports describes the real hassle 
tuey nsd on removing the body, bu force. You know my interest in this end the 
attacks on me by such legal luminaries as ^ickel for expressing my views. There 
is absolutely nothing of a medical nature, nothing of any significance to any 
investigation, ye t> the t snouiu have boon the prime interest in such reports 

'then there was an investigation and everyone knew there had to be. I find it 

difficult to believe that all these many people, on tneir own, just managed to 
agree to omit the essential. This leads to the belief there are other documents 
containing these essentials. It is possibl- to assume that some officials may 
neve figured the autopsy rpport would take care cf what was seen at ^ethesda, but 
that could not include what was seen at Dallas, nor could each and every one of 
these people reach that conclusion independently. Nor do investigators customarily 
eschew what can confirm or dispute. This is the kind of material they seek. 

Before any of these reports were written, the S3 had the proctocol. I 
do not believ«= it unreasonable to believe it is possibl.-' that with it in hand 

the line was laid d-wn: nobody says anything that con dispute this (Hill did, 

of course). 

But here also there is a complete non-account of tne experiences of the 
body at Bethesde, where the handling is so indefinite there is nothing to indi- 
cate where it went, with wnom, etc. There is no reference to it usvein c been 
k-rayed before examination began, or to tne photographing. In short, there is 
substantial reason for tne deepest mistrust, h-nd there is reason to believe someone 
gace explicit instructions covering what should be ignored. 

I would/would welcome opinion and disagreement. I intebd asking the 
Archives for the lab letter accompanying the hone fragment and thereafter I 
expect to take this up with Halley. Meanwhile, I am not pushing him on what I ms 
to be getting as a result of our aettering of three weeks ago. 

I naven’t been on tnis as eoncentretedly as I’d have liked, even if the 
materiel is all old to me^ because of another unfortunate incident. One She-msn 
Skolniek, who has been kicking up scandals in Chicago in an effort to clean up the 
courts, a cripple with a lifetime pass for ego trips, hes, without asking end without 
permission, used material from COUP on both Bolden and Vellee on radio cut there. 
Indications are that he also did it excessively spectacularly and irresponsibly. 
Several of his people tried to step' nim. It may not be Helpful. Sincerely,- 


9 letter 
response 



